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trust that .next year a new imluister wili oc-
cuply the place now held by the Minister of
Public Works, but a new minister fromn this
aide of the House. There have been sev-
eral different gentlemen occupying that po-
sition recentiy, and as a resuit the hon.
gentleman who -now occupies the position
had nothIng to do with the matters I arn
going to deal with. But I do say that
wben a gentleman occupying the responsible
position of Minister of Public Works for
Canada bas a staff under hlm sucli as the
Minister of Public Works bas ln this coun-
try, It is regrettable that men who are ten-
dering on public works Iuvolving the ex-
penditure of thousands of dollars, eau open-
ly and lu the most barefaced mauner enter
lnto collusion, aud, -whetbcr by Ignorance or
desigu such collusion is not noticed by the
mînister. I bold lu my baud tirot, the ten-
der of the so-called Grant coinpany on the
work at Wau-bausheue, 1 also have the
tenders of the Grant compauy ou the work
at Midland.; I also have the two tenders
cf the Spohu company on the Midland work
and on the Waubaushcne woitk, and I
challenge the Minister of Public Works to
say that lie is flot driven to admit that the
tenders of the Grant compiuiy for these
two works and the tenders of the Spobu
compauy for these works, are lu the self-
samne bandwrltiug. It ls indisputable, nd
no man who looks at the tenders eau say
othcrwisc.

Mr. PUGSLEY. I may say to my bon.
friend that after lic made his previc'us
statement to the Hlouse, 1 looked at the
figures, and although I arn not au expert
lu haudwriting, I would say that tbey bear
overy appearauce cf having licou wrItten
by differcut bande. I say the figures gIv-
lng the prîce of the material have every
evideuce of bciug writteu by a different
baud. I examiued with great care, and
that would be the judgment I would form.

Mr. BENNETT. Wel, I amn giad the
minîster bas practlcally admitted. that the
body of the teudera ls wrltten by tbe saine
baud.

Mr. PUGSLEY. No, I do not admit that
at ail, because I ar n ot sufficient of au ex-
pert lu bandwriting to know, but I thiuk I
arn suflicient of au expert to know, that the
figures giving the price of the different ma-
terlals bear not the slightcst resemblauce o
cach otber, and do not afford the slIghtest
Indication that they were writtcu by the
sarne person.

Mr. BENNETT. Well, before the discus-
sion closes I shahl show these documents to
other hon, gentlemen, aud I thluk tbcy will
verify rny contention, and will say that it ts
Indisputably correct. Not only are the ten-
ders of the Grant company and, as I allege
of the Spohu compauy, writteu lu the saine
handwritiug but the figures ar'e aiso the
saine.

A.notber proof lies ln the fact that the en-
velopes are dlstlnctly the same and are ad-
dressed lu the seine handwriting. The sig-
natures to the tenders put in by the Pene-
tanguishene <Jornpaaiy are lu the bandwrlt-
ing of a man narncd Kastner who was con-
nected 'w1th the Penetanguishene Company,
and auy man who looks et the baudwrltlug
of Kastner which is Irregular and raggcd,
and compares it wlth the figures wlill sec that
tbey were neyer writteu by the saine man.
More than that the envelopes which Inclose
the tenders-for the two tenders of the Grant
Company wcre ln one envelope and the two
tenders of the Spohu Company were in one
envelope-werc, accordiug. to the postmark,
both mailed lu Ottawa on the same day
provlng that the two, represcutatîves of thîs
company, adrnltting that they ecd malled
bis own envelope, were lu the city. More
thau that, there are two marks ou these eu-
velopes wblch denoto that tbey were recoiv-
ed at the dcpartmeut consecutively. 1 shall
pass these over to my hon. friend frorn
Jacques Cartier (Mr. Monk) wbo eau see
tbat what I say ls correct.

Mr. PUGSLEY. I do not tbluk hie le a
Sherlock Holmes.

Mr . BENNETT. But lie is able to doteet
a palpable fraud and unybody eau deteet
that this ls oue.

Mr. PUGSLEY. Was there flot anothor
tender ?

Mr. BENNETT. I am. corng to that.
Apart f romn these two teuÎders of thc Grant
and the Spohu Cornpany there was a third
tender for the MIdlaud work, that was the
tender of the Stewart Cornpany, of Ottawa,
which was at 30 cents and perbapa when
the minister cornes ito make bis explanation
hoe wll expli t te c Heuse how It was
that thc Stewart Company dld not procced
with thc work, thelr tender ou the Midlaud
work belng thc lowest. Thc MlnIstel, of
Justice (Mr. Aylesworth) was et that time
acting as MlnIster of Public Works. For
some reasen best kuown to himscîf, whe-
ther it was due the fict that thc Mackay
Company liaid donc thc work thero at figures
rauging frorn 15 cents to 18 cents lu prior
years and that thon the lowest tender was
53 cents, or whether It 'was due to Uic tact
that Stewart refused to go on wlth thc work
at 80 cents, 1 do not; know, but the tender
of Uic Stewart Cornpany was not acted
upon aud although the Grant Company were
tic next ioweut tenderers at 53 cents, Uicý
actiug Mînister of Public Works (Mr. Âylcs-
worth) dld not a*ard thc contract to thern.
I make Uic charge that *Mr. A. G. Mackay
was a party to thîs tcnderlug by thc Grant
Comnpany and. that lie was thorougblY con-
versant wlth It.

Mr. P41RDEE. What -_'ave you te prove
'that ?
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